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From: wissnerset@aol.com

To: Michael Copps

Date: Sun, Jan 26,2003 11:09 AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration! OQ B o'l 77

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking.

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

| am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277. the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. If the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

I urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | supportthe FCC's planto hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. Istrongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process.
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Thank you,

Seth P.Wissner

7735 Arthur Avenue
Saint Louis, MO, 63117
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From: schock@asc.upenn.edu

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/1/03 3:00AM

Subject: Freedom of Speech under threat: don't allow media monopolies

Chairman Michael K. Powell:

Beforethe
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

Dear sirhadarn:

| am writing to you as a graduate student at the Annenberg School for

Communication, University of Pennsylvania, where | study media systems in

comparative international perspective.

That perspective helps us carefully consider the effects of structuring

media systems everywhere along the spectrum from complete state monopoly,

of the kind found in totalitarian states, to nearly complete lack of
regulation, which leads to corporate ologopoly or monopoly across all

forms of media. The comparative literature is clear: neither one of these

extremes is desirable.

The state must not interfere with the free press, meaning censorship of

contentshould not take place. At the same time, the state must regulate
ownership in order to avoid media monopoly, duopoly, or oligopoly. One,

two, or a very small number of corporations controlling television, radio,

print, and internet channels is emphatically NOT an ownership structure
that contributes to the freedom and diversity of expression America prides

herself on.

I urge you to think in these terms when considering docket No. 02-277, The
Biennial Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In its goals

to promote competition and diversity of media market, the FCC should
retain all of the current media ownership rules now in question. These
rules serve the public interest by limiting the market power of already
huge companies in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately

demonstrate the negative affects media deregulation and consolidation have

had on media diversity.

The rightto carry on informed debate and discussion of current events is

part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed

that democracy was best served by a diverse marketplace of ideas. If the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge, our ability to have open, informed

discussion with a wide variety of viewpoints will be compromised.
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The public interestwill best be served by preserving media ownership
rules in question in this proceeding.

In addition, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this
matter in Richmond, VA in February 2003. | strongly encourage the
Commission to hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and
solicit the widest possible participationfrom the public which will be

the most directly affected by the outcomes of these decisions. | think it
is importantfor the FCC to not only consider the points of view of those
with a financial interest in this issue, but also those with a social or
civic interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is incumbent on the Commission to take the time to review these issues
more thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in
the process.

Thank you,

Sasha Costanza-Chock

Graduate Candidate

Annenberg School for Communication
University of Pennsylvania
schock@asc. upenn.edu

Annenberg School for Communication
3620 Walnut St.
Philadelphia, PA, 19104
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From: greshan60@aol.com

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Date: Fri. Jan 24, 2003 9:49 AM

Subject: I oppose media concentration! ?
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein: 02-97 .
Before the

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

| do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
Is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. If the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

! urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | supportthe FCC's planto hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
guestions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process.

Page 1
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Thank you,

Shirley Smith

P.O. Box 6723
Longview, TX. 75608
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From: geodevos@yahoo.com

To: Michael Copps

Date: Sun, Jan 26, 2003 11:10 AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Commissioner Michael J. Copps: Og ,;77
Before the

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking.

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. Ifthe
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

I urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, I support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
guestions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process.
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Thank you,

George DeVos

po bx 3063
apple valley,, CA, 92307
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From: blakeqgiu@charter. net

To: Michael Copps

Date: Sun, Jan 26,2003 11:10 AM J
Subject: | oppose media concentration! OQ - O? //7

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking.

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23. 2002)

I am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCCs broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. If the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

I urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
guestions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process.
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Thank you,

Blake Nicholson

419 West 9th Street
Crescent City, CA, 95531
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From: nanoseed@yahoo.com

To: Michael Copps

Date: Sun, Jan 26, 2003 11:08 AM

Subject: | support media diversity OQ - 0/7/7/7

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, The Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. Inits goals to
promote competition, diversity and localism in today's media market, |
strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the current media
ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the public interest by
limiting the market power of already huge companies in the broadcast
industry

| do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate the negative affects media deregulation and consolidation have
had on media diversity. While there may be indeed be more sources of
media than ever before, the spectrum of views presented have become more
limited.

The right to carry on informed debate and discussion of current events is
part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was best served by a diverse marketplace of ideas. If the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge, our ability to have open, informed
discussion with a wide variety of viewpoints will be compromised.

The public interest will best be served by preserving media ownership
rules in question in this proceeding.

In addition, | support the FCCs plan to hold a public hearing on this
matter in Richmond, VA in February 2003. | strongly encourage the
Commission to hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and
solicit the widest possible participation from the public which will be
the most directly affected by the outcomes of these decisions. | think it
is important for the FCC to not only consider the points of view of those
with a financial interest in this issue, but also those with a social or
civic interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is incumbent on the Commission to take the time to review these issues
more thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in
the process.
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Thank you
Sincerely,
#ouis #oprinzi Kammerei

3103 NE Dekum
Portland. OR, 97211
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From: celaeno777@yahoo.com
To: Michael Copps
Date: Sun, Jan 26,2003 11:09 AM

Subject: | support media diversity @ﬁ?” g77

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

| am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, The Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In its goals to
promote competition, diversity and localism in today's media market, |
strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the current media
ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the public interest by
limiting the market power of already huge companies in the broadcast
industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate the negative affects media deregulation and consolidation have
had on media diversity. While there may be indeed be more sources of
media than ever before, the spectrum of views presented have become more
limited.

The right to carry on informed debate and discussion of current events is
part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was best served by a diverse marketplace of ideas. If the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge, our ability to have open, informed
discussion with a wide variety of viewpoints will be compromised.

The public interest will best be served by preserving media ownership
rules N question in this proceeding.

In addition, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this
matter in Richmond, VA in February 2003. | strongly encourage the
Commission to hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and
solicit the widest possible participation from the public which will be

the most directly affected by the outcomes of these decisions. ! think it
is important for the FCC to not only consider the points of view of those
with a financial interest in this issue, but also those with a social or
civic interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is incumbent on the Commission to take the time to review these issues
more thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in
the process.
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Thank you,

Sincerely,
Lauriel Earley

3103 NE Dekum
Portland, OR, 97211
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From: janine—mahraun@hotmail.com
To: Michael Copps
Date: Sun, Jan 26, 2003 11:09 AM

Subject: I support media diversity O;) - Q 7/7

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

| am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, The Biennial
Review of the FCCs broadcast media ownership rules. In its goals to
promote competition, diversity and localism in today's media market, |
strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the current media
ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the public interest by
limiting the market power of already huge companies in the broadcast
industry.

| strongly belive that have a many viewpoints, interpritations of news,

and editorial "picks" of news stories is essential for a successful
demorcracy. |don't believe that big bussness should be allowed to

dictate what the American people know about the events and issues of the
world. Unfortunitaly, the majority of the press in this country is

already owned by a few large corporations. Please don't allow these near
monopolies to become even larger! It's been said that the problems in the
world won't be solved by the minds that created them. Please support and
encourage indpendent press - don't make it harder for them to survive;
Please support and encourage American's to hear news from many sources -
don't make it harder for us to do so.

| am consistantly amazed at how much news that i consider valuable and
important isn't in the evening news or the mainstream daily newspaper or
mainstream weekly news magazines. Also, i quite frequently find the
editorials and "soft news" found in non-mainstream sources to be more
informative and/or inspiring than what's found in the mainstream sources.

In addition, I supportthe FCCs plan to hold a public hearing on this
matter in Richmond, VA in February 2003. | strongly encourage the
Commission to hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and
solicit the widest possible participation from the public which will be

the most directly affected by the outcomes of these decisions. |think it
is important for the FCC to not only consider the points of view of those
with a financial interest in this issue, but also those with a social or
civic interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
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B incumbent on the Commission to take the time to review these issues
more thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in
the process.

Thank you,

Janine Mahraun

612 Maxwell Ave.
Frederick, MD, 21701
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From: ehadley54@yahoo.com

To: Michael Copps -

Date: Sun, Jan 26, 2003 11:09 AM 03 - 977
Subiject: | support media diversity

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Beforethe
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, {rei. Sept. 23, 2002)

| am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, The Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In its goals to
promote competition, diversity and localism in today's media market, |
strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the current media
ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the public interest by
limiting the market power of already huge companies in the broadcast
industry.

| do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate the negative affects media deregulation and consolidation have
had on media diversity. While there may be indeed be more sources of
media than ever before, the spectrum of views presented have become more
limited.

The right to carry on informed debate and discussion of current events is
part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was best served by a diverse marketplace of ideas. If the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge, our ability to have open, informed
discussion with a wide variety of viewpoints will be compromised.

The public interest will best be served by preserving media ownership
rules in question in this proceeding.

In addition, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this
matter in Richmond, VA in February 2003. |strongly encourage the
Commission to hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and
solicit the widest possible participation from the public which will be

the most directly affected by the outcomes of these decisions. | think it
is important for the FCC to not only consider the points of view of those
with a financial interest in this issue, but also those with a social or
civic interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is incumbent on the Commission to take the time to review these issues
more thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in
the process.
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Thank you,
Emily Hadley

184 Maple Ave.
Great Barrington, MA, 01230
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From: ravishan@uiuc.edu

To: Michael Copps

Date: Sun, Jan 26,2003 11:09 AM O - A7
Subject: I oppose media concentration!

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking.

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the
Biennial Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In
promoting its supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and
local voice in today's media market, | strongly believe that the
FCC should retain all of the current media ownership rules now in
guestion. These rules serve the public interest by limiting the
market power of the huge, dominant companies and players in the
broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects
that media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity
of our media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than
ever before, the spectrum of views presented has been severely
limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current
events is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our
forefathers believed that democracy was renewed in the marketplace
of diverse ideas. If the FCC allows our media outlets to merge and
consolidate further, our ability to have an open, informed

discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints will be compromised.

| urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this

matter in Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage

the Commission to hold similar hearings in all parts of the country

and solicit the widest possible participation from the public. The
rarified, lawyerly atmosphere of an FCC rulemaking is not an
appropriate decision-making venue when questions as profound as the
freedom of our media are at stake. | encourage the Commissioners to
come out and meet some of the people who do not have a financial
interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our
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democracy, it is important that the Commission take the time to 09 - ; 77
review these issues more thoroughly and allow the American people
to have a meaningful say in the process.

Thank you,

sincerely,
Ra Ravishankar

307 E Clark St. #24
champaign, IL, 61820
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From: lensametzl@excite.com O Q - j7/

To: Michael Copps
Date: Sun, Jan 26,2003 11:09 AM
Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. If the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

I urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process. Thank you.
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03-277

Sincerely, Len Sametz

10 Kent Ave.
Wayne, NJ, 07470
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From: janine—mahraun@hotmail.com

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Date: Sun, Jan 26, 2003 11:09 AM ,0’) 97
Subject: I support media diversity 09'

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

| am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, The Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In its goals to
promote competition, diversity and localism in today's media market, |
strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the current media
ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the public interest by
limiting the market power of already huge companies in the broadcast
industry.

| strongly belive that have a many viewpoints, interpritations of news,

and editorial "picks" of news stories is essential for a successful
demorcracy. |don't believe that big bussness should be allowed to

dictate what the American people know about the events and issues of the
world. Unfortunitaly, the majority of the press in this country is

already owned by a few large corporations. Please don't allow these near
monopolies to become even larger! It's been said that the problems in the
world won't be solved by the minds that created them. Please support and
encourage indpendent press - don't make it harder for them to survive;
Please support and encourage American's to hear news from many sources
don't make it harder for usto do so.

| am consistantly amazed at how much news that i consider valuable and
important isn't in the evening news or the mainstream daily newspaper or
mainstream weekly news magazines. Also, i quite frequently find the
editorials and "soft news" found in non-mainstream sources to be more
informative and/or inspiring than what's found in the mainstream sources.

In addition, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this
matter in Richmond, VA in February 2003. | strongly encourage the
Commission to hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and
solicit the widest possible participation from the public which will be

the most directly affected by the outcomes of these decisions. |think it
is important for the FCC to not only consider the points of view of those
with a financial interest in this issue, but also those with a social or
civic interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
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is incumbent on the Commission to take the time to review these issues
more thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in
the process.

Thank you,
Janine Mahraun — Y77

G

612 Maxwell Ave.
Frederick, MD. 21701
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From: rswamy@wesleyan.edu

To: Michael Copps O A- 3 77
Date: Sun, Jan 26, 2003 11:09 AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277. {rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

| am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the
Biennial Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules.

In promoting its supposed goals of fair competition, diversity

and local voice in today's media market, | strongly believe that

the FCC should retain all of the current media ownership rules

now in question. These rules serve the public interest by limiting

the market power of the huge, dominant companies and players in the
broadcast industry.

| do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects
that media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity
of our media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than
ever before, the spectrum of views presented has been severely
limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current
events is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our
forefathers believed that democracy was renewed in the marketplace
of diverse ideas. Ifthe FCC allows our media outlets to merge and
consolidate further, our ability to have an open, informed

discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints will be compromised.

| urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | supportthe FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this

matter in Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage

the Commission to hold similar hearings in all parts of the country

and solicit the widest possible participation from the public. The
rarified, lawyerly atmosphere of an FCC rulemaking is not an
appropriate decision-making venue when questions as profound as the
freedom of our media are at stake. | encourage the Commissioners to
come out and meet some of the people who do not have a financial
interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our
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democracy, it is important that the Commission take the time to 9 _ 2 97
review these issues more thoroughly and allow the American people 0
to have a meaningful say in the process.

Thank you,

Raja Swamy

265
Church Street
Middletown. CT. 06457
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From: nanoseed@yahoo.com

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Date: Sun, Jan 26,2003 11:09 AM

Subject: | support media diversity & }_ — 9_ ’77

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277. The Biennial
Review of the FCCs broadcast media ownership rules. In its goals to
promote competition, diversity and localism in today's media market, |
strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the current media
ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the public interest by
limiting the market power of already huge companies in the broadcast
industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate the negative affects media deregulation and consolidation have
had on media diversity. While there may be indeed be more sources of
media than ever before, the spectrum of views presented have become more
limited.

The right to carry on informed debate and discussion of current events is
part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was best served by a diverse marketplace of ideas. Ifthe
FCC allows our media outlets to merge, our ability to have open, informed
discussion with a wide variety of viewpoints will be compromised.

The public interest will best be served by preserving media ownership
rules in question in this proceeding.

In addition, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this
matter in Richmond, VA in February 2003. |strongly encourage the
Commission to hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and
solicit the widest possible participation from the public which will be

the most directly affected by the outcomes of these decisions. | think it
is important for the FCC to not only consider the points of view of those
with a financial interest in this issue, but also those with a social or
civic interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is incumbent on the Commission to take the time to review these issues
more thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in
the process.
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Thank you

Sincerely

-
#ouis #oprinzi Kamrnerer }-’ ? ?

3103 NE Dekum
Portland, OR, 97211
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From: lensametzl @excite.com

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Date: Sun, Jan 26,2003 11:09 AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration! 4} 77
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein: ()9‘

Before the

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

| am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

| do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. Ifthe
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

| urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
guestions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process. Thank you.


mailto:excite.com

Commissioner Adelstein - | oppose media concentrationl Page 2

Sincerely, Len Sametz -
V77

10 Kent Ave.
Wayne, NJ, 07470
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From: rswamy@wesleyan.edu O 9— - 7-7
To: Commissioner Adelstein

Date: Sun, Jan 26, 2003 11:09 AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, {rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the
Biennial Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules.

In promoting its supposed goals of fair competition, diversity

and local voice in today's media market, | strongly believe that

the FCC should retain all of the current media ownership rules

now in question. These rules serve the public interest by limiting

the market power of the huge, dominant companies and players in the
broadcast industry.

| do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects
that media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity
of our media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than
ever before, the spectrum of views presented has been severely
limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current
events is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our
forefathers believed that democracy was renewed in the marketplace
of diverse ideas. Ifthe FCC allows our media outlets to merge and
consolidate further. our ability to have an open, informed

discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints will be compromised.

| urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this

matter in Richmond, VA in February of 2G6G3. 1 strongly encourage

the Commission to hold similar hearings in all parts of the country

and solicit the widest possible participation from the public. The
rarified, lawyerly atmosphere of an FCC rulemaking is not an
appropriate decision-making venue when questions as profound as the
freedom of our media are at stake. | encourage the Commissioners to
come out and meet some of the people who do not have a financial
interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on out


mailto:rswamy@wesleyan.edu

Commissioner Adelstein - | oppose media concentrationl Page 2

democracy, it is important that the Commission take the time to
review these issues more thoroughly and allow the American people
to have a meaningful say in the process.

Thank you,

Raja Swamy

oy 277

265
Church Street
Middletown, CT, 06457
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From: ravishan@uiuc.edu

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Date: Sun, Jan 26, 2003 11:08 AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein: O ;' - ‘; 77
Before the

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the
Biennial Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In
promoting its supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and
local voice in today's media market, | strongly believe that the
FCC should retain all of the current media ownership rules now in
question. These rules serve the public interest by limiting the
market power of the huge, dominant companies and players in the
broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects
that media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity
of our media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than
ever before, the spectrum of views presented has been severely
limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current
events is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our
forefathers believed that democracy was renewed in the marketplace
of diverse ideas. If the FCC allows our media outlets to merge and
consolidate further, our ability to have an open, informed

discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints will be compromised.

I urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, Isupportthe FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this

matter in Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage

the Commission to hold similar hearings in all parts of the country

and solicit the widest possible participation from the public. The
rarified, lawyerly atmosphere of an FCC rulemaking is not an
appropriate decision-making venue when questions as profound as the
freedom of our media are at stake. | encourage the Commissioners to
come out and meet some of the people who do not have a financial
interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our


mailto:ravishan@uiuc.edu

Commissioner Adelstein - | oppose media concentrationl Page 2

democracy, it is important that the Commission take the time to
review these issues more thoroughly and allow the American people
to have a meaningful say in the process.

Thank you,

sincerely,

Ra Ravishankar 0 } _ } 7 >

307 E Clark St. #24
champaign, IL. 61820
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From: wissnerset@aol.com
To: Commissioner Adelstein
Date: Sun, Jan 26,2003 11:09 AM
Subject: | oppose media concentration!

. — -
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein: O 9_ } 7
Before the

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. Ifthe
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

I urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
guestions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process.


mailto:wissnerset@aol.com

Commissioner Adelstein - | oppose media concentrationl Page 2

Thank you,

Seth P.Wissner

03377

7735 Arthur Avenue
Saint Louis, MO. 63117



